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FAMILY GUN CLUB; AN INTRODUCTION---Declaration by Barto Price, Owner 

2 Pierce Road. 

Suisun, California 

Donna and I were looking for a property in the Suisun Marsh and wanted a property that we 

could go to within an hour from our home in Pleasanton. So in late February, 2008 we found the Family 

Gun Club; it was just what we were looking for so we purchased it. 

The Suisun Marsh is rich in history. In cleaning up the main house we found books of the Family 

Gun Club history. All the people were members from 1898 to date. The Parish Family started the Family 

Gun Club, and there was fishing and duck hunting on the property. The members and owners would 

come in by train and would stop at the front door of the club (Exhibit Intro A). Some of the members in 

the day were such people as Andy Devine, Bing Crosby, Howard Hughes (Exhibit Intro B). As we were 

cleaning up we also found log books (Exhibit Intro D) and more pictures of the water tower, buildings, 

barn, boat house and pond see Exhibit Intro C about the club and the history was unbelievable. Exhibit 
Intro E is a survey map from Solano County dated August, 1916 showing 12 buildings on the property, 

many still there in a different state of repair. 

I met Bill Esola after we purchased the Family Gun Club. Bill and his brother Ray grew up at the 

Pierce Harbor Resort, which property adjoined ours on the south side. Bill told me all the history about 

the property and said he would be happy to manage the property for Donna and I. It was just what we 

needed. So in March, 2008, Bill took over the club. At the time the club was in very bad shape. All the 

flood gates were bad and we had garbage everywhere, tires, big rocks, metal scraps, telephone poles 

lumber. So Bill went to work and started cleaning up the property. At this time I was travelling a lot and 

I was on road about 32 weeks a year so Donna and I didn't spend much time---maybe 15-20 days a year 

at the property. Bill and our son in law, Darin, along with hired day-laborers cleaned it up. Once a year I 

would meet and go over the annual wetland maintenance permit and fill them out together with Bill. Bill 

would also help me to budget for new work and repairs. 

In 2008 we took bids for new work and repairs, we started the re-hab of some of the buildings. 

He contacted Matt Ellsworth Construction, Inc. for the work. In 2009-2010 we contracted Matt Ellsworth 
to add on to the mud room and re-work the existing decoy and boat house. In 2010 Bill told me that the 

barn was taken down in the past due to being in bad shape by the old owner. But all the main structural 

parts except vertical poles were stacked on the old footprint of the building and could be reused . Bill 

took bids to re-install the Old Barn and the Mud Room addition. (See Exhibit Intro F) 
In 2014, February, Bill was very sick and passed away. I lost my great manager but also a great 

Family Gun Club friend. After Bill's passing in 2014 I decided to take over management of the Family 

Gun Club. In 2018-2019 Donna and I moved to the property full time. In 2020 I got a letter posted to our 

gate telling us to contact Solano County, Scott Tippett, code enforcement so I did. 

I called Scott and he told me that we had buildings that were not permitted, I was shocked 

about that and called Matt Ellsworth contractor and found out his number was not in service so I called 

around and found out that Matt passed away. So in checking I found out that Matt did not pull any of 

the permits for the work which we paid him for (Exhibit Intro F). I called Scott Tippett from Solano 

County and met with him and Priscilla Njuguna from BCDC on the property (July 21, 2020). I told them 

both I would get going on permitting everything, Priscilla told me to get the county permits first and 

then to proceed getting BCDC permits. See Exhibit Intro G which is the site visit report by Priscilla 

Njuguna on July 21, 2020 and Exhibit H which is her follow up letter of August 5, 2020. A 

significant part of both are the concluding second to last paragraph of Ex G and the second 
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pa!'agraph f Ex H where she confirms that before applications for permits on buildings will be 

submitted to BCDC they will first go through the County approval process. I've gotten many of 
the permits done and wor~:ing on t he iast 3 now. Attached hereto as Exhibit Intro I is an April 28, 2022 

email from Denise Feiling of Solano County Building Permits reporting on the status of the various 

permits i have applied lbr when this whole problem of permits came t o light in 2020. Some have been 

issued and ate now final, others are :::till in review. Th_ ones that are final are ready for submission to 

SCDC for review and hopefully retroactive permits. The question is what fine or pena!t',' has to be paid 

for SCDC to issue the permits, that is one of the subjects of these proceedings. I was told by Priscilla and 

it is in her Exhibit Gsite visit rsport that the penalty for any BCDC retroact ive permits will be "double 

permit fees." 

I would just like to teil BCDC that I'm an environmentalist and I have since 1960 as an Eagle Scout have 

worked on many cleanup projects. Over 20 years I have permitted everything. You can see in 201.5 I 

have pemlitted all my work I have done. 

So in closing my wife and I are here to work witn the County and BCDC. This is the first time we have had 

anything like th is happen. 

I hope we can work together in solving the problems on our pr perty. 

Dated:_June :l.5, 20;.2 

I declare under penalty of perjury pursuant to the Jaws of the State of California that the foregoing facts 

are t rue to t he best of my knowledge. 

1'3J:t1.'7tt,~u__ 
Ba rto Pric~ (Jun 16, 202212:47 PDT} 

Sarto Pr'c_ 
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Matt Ellsworth Construction Bid Proposal 

P.O. Box 411 
Grizzly Flats, CA 95636 

DATE:JULY6, 2010 

TO: 

Bart Price 
2227 American Avenue 
Hayward, CA 94545 

PROJECT ADDRESS: 

Family Gun Club 
2 Pierce Lane 
Benicia, CA 9451 O 

DESCRIPTION AMOUNT 

Barn Re-Install-Owner Supplying Barn 

INCLUDED: 

Labor 

Boom lift and Diesel 

Insulation for Walls 

Plumbing -----­

Permit 

Hardware 

Blue Print Drawings 

Not Included in Proposal: 

Lumber 

Lights 

Doors 

Windows 

Electrical 

Thank you for your business! 



Matt Ellsworth Construction Bid Proposal 

P.O. Box 411 
Grizzly Flats, CA 95636 

DATE: FEBRUARY 10, 2010 

TO: PROJECT ADDRESS: 

Bart Price Family Gun Club 
2227 American Avenue 2 Pierce Lane 
Hayward, CA 94545 Benicia, CA 94510 

MUD ROOM ADDITION 

INCLUDED: 

Labor 

All framing 

Siding 

Permits 

Drawings 

Hardware 

-.Me\'e plamrJmg, waterline 

Not Included in Proposal: 

Lumber 

Boom Lift 

Door 

Windows 

Lights 

Flooring 

DESCRIPTION 

"<r \J~,'<....~ 

~\\ 
~,\i \, 

~~ 

AMOUNT 

(~ 
~ 
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c".. ~o-,-...-....... 
~ 
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Thank you for your business! 



110 

2020.07.21 ER2020.021.00 Barto and Donna Price site visit 2 Pierce Lane, Benicia, CA APN 0090-230-

Site visit by Priscilla Njuguna 1 PM to 2 PM. (see course pictures) 

Coordinated site visit with Solano County Code Enforcement Compliance Officer Scott Robert Tippett 

(cell phone 703-851-7847). 

Met with Mr. Pfice wtio introduced me to Matt Emig and a 75-year-old local resident friend of Mr. Prlce 

who was described as very knowledgeable about BCDC's jurisdiction to provide a tour of clay d•Jck 

hunting course beginning with area for e)(perienced hunters to the area for less experienced h1Jnters. 

Lift equipment reported was for raising of duck hunting targets-two converted construction small 

crane lifts (in photos IMG.1028, 1052 and 1062). Per Matt Emig (707)-718-7973 who manages the 

course changes were being made to keep the course interesting for duck hunters. All parts of course are 

removable including target launching equipment that has been temporarily staged at each location. The 

exception to installation is the metal tracks under the brackets used in the inexperienced duck hunter 

section (IMG.1051, IMG.1052) which have been pinned down but can easily be removed. 

No duck hunting co1Jrse equipment has been placed in any wet habitat. 

Spoke to Mr. Price at the conclusion of the visit . Informed him that buildings added without permits will 
need to be permitted after approvals are obtained from Solano County's buildings and permits 

departments and will result in double permit fees if and when an after-the-fact permit is issued that Mr. 

Price needs to apply for. 

Scott Tippett shared the photos he took of the unpermitted buildings which was part of a report saved 

in the ER2020.021.00 file. 

https://ER2020.021.00
https://ER2020.021.00
https://2020.07.21


locuSlgn Envelope iO: 1E4A7r03-AA5J'l-4443-BCOB-650B00751 F67 

San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Con,mission 
375 Bea!e st.-eet, Su.ire 510, San Francisco, California 94105te! 415 352 3600 fax888 348 5190 

State of California fGavin Newsom - Governor I info@bcdc.ca.gov Iwww.bcdc.ca.gov 

Via email only 

August 5, 2020 

Barto and Donna Price 
459 Adams Way 
Pl2asanton, CA 94566-7131 
bart@camechanical.com 

SUl:UECf: Vlolatlon NoUce for ~.-he C:amlly Gun Club #423 (BCDC Permit Nos. M1999.022md 
and M2019.024.00md; BCDC Enforcement File No. ER2020.021.00) 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Price: 

Following our site visit on July 21, 2020, we are sending this letter to document BCDC's 
expectations to bring the property located at 2 Pierce Lane, Benicia, california into compliance. 

BCDC staff was able to verify that the duck club hunting facilities are consistent with BCDC 
permit terrns. However, the repairs and unpermitted new construction at the site, including the 
large barn and remodeling to the existing club meeting hall, Familv Club bar, boathouse, 
caretaker's house and garage require review and approval by BCDC. This process can be 
initiated by submitting a permit application. It is our understanding that you intend to submit 
your permit application to BCOC after you obtain requir-ed approvals from Solano C.ounty. 

-
This letter serves as notice that 8COC believes that a violation has occurred. We expect you to 
submit a fileable permit application no later than 90 days from the date qf this letter. We 
expect that you will include all required attachments for an evaluation of the unauthorized 
work to determine what can be authorized. Inform BCDC of any County related delays that 
could impact this 90-day period. Please complete your application, the form for which is 
attached and is also available on BCDC's website here then submit the completed form to 
info@bcdc.ca.gov. The Permit tab on BCDC's website homepage contains Information that will 
assist you In preparing a flleable application. If after review the staff determines that a portion 
of the as-built work cannot be retroactively authorized then we will develop a plan for it to be 
modified/removed. 

Pursuant to the McAteer-Petrls Act, Suisun Marsh Preservation Act and BCDC regulations, BCDC 
is authorized to conduct enforcement investigations and commence administrative 
enforcement actions. While this letter does not commence a formal enforcement proceeding, 
we reserve the right to take formal action, including imposing fines or penalties. A prompt 
response will be considered in determining the next steps that BCDC pursues. 

mailto:info@bcdc.ca.gov
https://ER2020.021.00
mailto:bart@camechanical.com
www.bcdc.ca.gov
mailto:info@bcdc.ca.gov


JCUSign Envelopf.l ID: 1E4A7F03-AA6A-4443-BC0B-660B0075'i F67 

Barto and Donna Prtce Page 2 
Enf. No. ER2020.021.00 August 5, 2020 

Further, while the report we received focused on the activities identified above, we recognize 
the potential that there may be other violations at the site. We urge you to review your permits 
to ensure you are fully compliant with all of their conditions. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

r:DocuStr,n,,dby: 

~~~~~r 
Priscilla Njuguna 
Enforcement Policy Manager 
San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission 
375 Beale Street, Suite 510 
San Francisco, California 94105 
Tel: 415-352-3640 
Fax: 415-352-3606 
Email: prisr.:illa.njuguna@bcdc.ca.gov 
Website: www.bcdc.ca.gov 

Enclosure: Permit M1999.022md 
BCDC Permit Application Form 

PN/mm 

www.bcdc.ca.gov
mailto:prisr.:illa.njuguna@bcdc.ca.gov
https://ER2020.021.00
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From: barfOcamachanlcal.com, 
To: Strfclybls@aol.com, 

Subject: Fwd: 2 Pierce Lane 
Dale: Frt, Apr 29, 2022 3:25 pm 

Attachmenta: 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Bart Price <bart@camechanical.com> 
Date: April 28, 2022 at 2:42:22 PM PDT 
To: Donna <Striclybis@aol.com> 
Subject: Fwd: 2 Pierce Lane 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Feiling, Denise M.1• <DMFeiling@solanocounty.com> 
Date: April 28, 2022 at l :20:59 PM PDT 
To: Bart Price <bart@camecbanical.com> 
Ce: "Tippett, Robert S." <RSTippett@solanocounty.com> 
Subject: 2 Pierce Lane 

Hello Bart, 

Below you will find a status ofthe building permits for 2 Pierce lane, parcel #0090-230-
110 

Permit# 
B2021-1341 
82021-1342 
B2021-1343 
B2021-0262 
B2021-0090 

82021-0092 
B2021-0093 

Status 
In review 
In review 
In review 
Final 
Final 
Issued 
Ftnal 

Scope of work 
Remodel garage 840 sq ft 
Remodel barn 1560 sq ft 
Exterior work, mud room 
New roof, windows, siding 
Reroof club meeting hall 
Boathouse remodel windows, siding, metal roof 
Pump house, new roof, siding 

mailto:RSTippett@solanocounty.com
mailto:bart@camecbanical.com
mailto:DMFeiling@solanocounty.com
mailto:Striclybis@aol.com
mailto:bart@camechanical.com
mailto:Strfclybls@aol.com
https://barfOcamachanlcal.com
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STATEMENT OF DEFENSE 

BARTO & DONNA PRICE 

ENFORCEMENT CASE ER2020.021 

CHARGE NUMBER 1.a. Channel Fill 

CHARGE NUMBER 6.a. Interior Waterway Fill 

INTRODUCTION: The Channel Fill and the Interior Waterway Fill are closely related projects. 

The Interior Waterway is comprised of a small interior boat harbor for the small outboard 

motorboats that would take the hunters to the blinds for hunting when the property was 
flooded. The small interior boat harbor and the borrow ditch created by other owners in the 

past was filled by the present owners over a period of years of their ownership as set forth 

below. The borrow ditch paralleling the interior Goodyear Slough was filled to support the 

foundation of the main levee. The small boat harbor (lagoon) was no longer needed and thus 

filled by Owners, but was not related to the levee strengthening. 

1.Facts or allegations contained in the violation report that you admit (with specific reference 

to the paragraph number in the violation report): 

Admitted. 

2. Facts or allegations contained in the violation report that you deny (with specific reference 

to the paragraph number in the violation report): 

The "Channel" that is referenced is more properly referred to as a "Borrow Ditch". That Borrow 
Ditch was also connected by water to a very small lagoon which was used by prior owners to 
moor their small outboard motorboats that were used for access to the hunting field when the 
property was flooded. 

When the land is dry, the Borrow Ditch is approximately two and a half feet (2-1/2') 
deep and about six feet (6') wide. Though the owner filled in the Ditch they did so under 
existing US Army Corps of Engineers permits ofthe Suisun Reserve Conservation District 
(hereinafter "SRCD") Permit Numbers: #24256N for years 2008 to 2012; #2012-00258N for 
years 2013 to 2017; and #2012-00258 for years 2018 to 2022 for Suisun Marsh Wetlands 
Operations and Maintenance Activities. Admittedly however, the fill of the no longer needed 
small lagoon was not part of the SRCD permits. 

3.Facts of allegations contained in the violation report of which you have no personal 

knowledge (with specific reference to paragraph number in the violation report): 

Not Applicable. 
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4.Other facts which may exonerate or mitigate your possible responsibility or otherwise 

explain your relationship to the possible violation (be as specific as you can; if you have or 

know of any documents, photographs, maps, letters, or other evidence that you believe are 

relevant, please identify it by name, date, type, and any other identifying information and 

provide the original or a copy if you can): 

A perimeter Borrow Ditch at the base of a main levee weakens that main levee. When 

the Owners took over ownership, access to the hunting fields was changed from boats to ATVs 

on the main levee; the historical Borrow Ditch could now be filled in thus strengthening the 

main levee foundation and back slope as the ditch was no longer needed. No spoils were 

brought onto the property for the purpose of filling the ditch {or the small boat harbor); rather, 

existing, adjacent soils were graded into the ditch making it an extended upland game area as 

shown in Exhibit 1.a.A and also had the added benefit of not only increasing the Upland Habitat 

but also increasing the Wetland Habitats in the adjacent pond 

With regard to Exhibit 1.a.A note the area shaded in yellow. That is not the borrow 

ditch, that is the area that was graded to expand seasonal wetlands and improve stability of the 

levee foundation. The ditch itself is best represented by the narrow black line with filled 

directional triangles on it just inside the main levee of the Goodyear Slough. Exhibits 6.a.A and 

6.a.8 are BCDC exhibits supporting its allegations for Charge Number 6.a - the Interior 

Waterway Fill. Exhibit 6.a.B is a more recent picture of the subject area and of superior quality. 

Similar to the drawing of the area in Exhibit 1.a.A the levee road is the very narrow white line 

which circumferences the property; the smaller dark line is he edge of the interior levee and at 

its bottom was, in this picture the borrow ditch. The wide swath of bare ground is tilled area 

that has already been planted in native food plots to support it's upland habitat setting. In the 

6.a.A picture one can see the same levee road as a small beige line and the small dark line is 

vegetation on the downside of the interior levee. The borrow ditch is not visible in this picture 

though it would be at the base of the interior levee. Next to the borrow ditch is green 

vegetation. That later in the summer would be disced up and planted in native food as shown 

in Exhibit 6.a.B. 

The details: Between 2008 and present approximately 7,500 lineal feet of exterior levee 
maintenance borrow ditch was filled along the exterior levee toe adjacent to Goodyear 
Slough. This ditch was created by previous landowners (pre-1978), from the excavation of 
upland area at the toe of the existing exterior levee, while preforming routine exterior levee 
maintenance. This levee maintenance borrow ditch was located at the immediate toe of 
the exterior levee causing foundational levee instability and promoted the settlement of the 
existing levee crown heights. The levee maintenance borrow ditch was located within the 
"Levee Stability Check Line" as noted in Exhibit 1.a.D "Suisun Marsh Levee Specifications Figure 
I" -Cross Section Through New Levee within the Suisun Resource Conservation District (SRCD) 
Suisun Marsh Management Program. 

Filling of this borrow ditch to improve exterior levee stability and restore the exterior 
levee backslopes was an US Army Corps of Engineers Regional General Permit 3 {RGP 3) 
authorized activity and completed over multiple work seasons as the permitted "grading of 
pond bottoms" activity. During this period {2008 to 2022), there have been three 5-year 

2 



RGP 3 permits issued for managed wetlands operations and maintenance: File Number 

#24256N for years 2008 to 2012, Fi!e Number #2012-00258N for 'ears 2013 t o 201.7, and 

File Nlirnber #2012-00258 for years 2018 to 2022. The grading of th is upland area also 
increased the managed w etland areas on the southern edge o'fthe pond and th is area has been 
pianted with upland seed mixing for wildlife food production and enhanced ground 

nesting bird habitat. All of the borrow ditch fi lling has been done pursuant t o SRCO Standards 

Covering Diking, Flooding, Dr•aining, Filling, and Dredging Tidal Waters, Managed Wetlands and 
Tidal Marsh Within the Primary Management Area of the Suisun Marsh. 

5.Anv other information, statement, etc. that you want to make: 

CONCUSION: 1} No BCDC Rules were vio lated w ith respect to the Borrow Ditch filling; 

existing soils on the property adjacent to the burrow ditch were moved to fill the ditch thus, as 

pointed out above, enlarging both the Upland Habitat area and the lower Wetlands area and 

improving the stability of the main levee along the Goodyear Slough. The small boat harbor no 

longer needed was filled with ground from the property, but that project was not part of the 

levee work. if the commissioners 1ish, t he boat harbor though no longer needed or ser ,ing a 

purpose ·an be excavated to its fo rmer state. 

2) 7he owners posit that t his should not be tw separate charges being assessed pena~ties of 

$30,000 each as they are closely re lated; 

3) The owners request a finding that the work on the Borrow Ditch was prop rty done 

pursuant to pertinent SRC permits and the penalties abated. 

6. Documents, exhibits, declarations under penalty of pe~jury or other materials that you have 

attached to this statement to support your answers or that you want to be made part of the 

administrative record for this enforcement proceeding (Please list in chronological order by date, 

author, title and enclose a cop.,· with this completed form): 

Aii Exh ibits are attached hereto 

7.Name of any person whose declaration under penalty of perjury was listed in the violation 
report as being part of the staff's case who the respondent wants to cross-e><amine, all 

documents about which you want to aoss--examine the person, area or areas of information 
about which the respondent wants to cross-examine the witness, information that the 
respondent hopes to elicit in cross-examination, and the reason(s) why some other method 
of proving this information ts unsatisfactory: 

No staff person is ide11tified concerning the details of the subject charges so at t his , oint 

owners cannot name the person they would want/need to cross examine. 

O.al~d:_June 15, 2022. I declare under pe nalty of perjury pursuant to the laws f the State of 
Califorr,ia that the foregoing facts are true to the best of my knowledge. 

r✓-.w '&ice 
Sa,to Price (Jun 16, 20U 12 17 POT) 

Barto Price 
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FIGURE I 

SECTION THROUGH NEW LEVEES 
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\ 

The design height of the levee (H) will be the sum of the 

de sign high water storage ( H ) , the added height ( H ) for
W V 

wave action, if any, a~d the freeboard (Hf), The constructed 

height will include an allowance for settlement { H ) , which 
s 

will depend on the foundation and matel;'ial used in construe-

tion. The actual design high water stage should be based on 

the water surface profile. 
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STATEMENT OF DEFENSE 

BARTO & DONNA PRICE 

ENFORCEMENT CASE ER2020.021 

CHARGE NUMBER CHANNEL 1.b. 1,300 sq.ft. Structure on Channel Fill 

INTRODUCTION 

The Complaint in this alleged violation is in two parts: 

One. The 2013 Structure is built on top ofthe fill ofthe small internal boat harbor; 

Two. The Structure was subsequently expanded to approximately 1,300 sq. ft. 

1. Facts or allegations contained in the violation report that you admit (with specific 
reference to the paragraph number in the violation report): 

No Admissions. 

2. Facts or allegations contained in the violation report that you deny (with specific reference 

to the paragraph number in the violation report): 
The Owners deny that in 2013 the Structure was built on top of the small internal harbor fill and 

also deny it was subsequently expanded to approximately 1,300 square feet. 
The Structure has existed on that very same spot since it was constructed in 1906. When 

constructed it adjoined (was next to) a small internal boat harbor. The harbor itself being connected to 
the borrow ditch which, when the property was flooded, was used by outboard motorboats to transport 
the hunters to the hunting blinds in the flooded field. The building, when constructed, was used to store 
decoys and boating equipment. It was then known as the "Boat House". It is now referred to as the 
"Meeting Hall". 

Solano County Permit Number B2021-0090, attached hereto as EXHIBIT 1.b.A, shows 

the existing building of 1,400 square feet. The Permit itself is not for an expansion of the 

building, but rather a new roof and siding that was put on the building after the Owners 

purchased the property being unaware that either a County permit or a BCDC permit was 

required for siding and a roof. The building has not been re-built during the ownership of these 

owners (since 2008). The existing building still remains upon the foundation upon which it was 

originally built in 1906. The building and siding was done pursuant to a contract with Matt 

Ellsworth Construction (California Contractor License No. 884344). The construction services 

contracted included any necessary permits. It was clear that even though the owners paid 

Ellsworth Construction for the job, which included permits, he did not apply for or receive a 

Solano County or BCDC permit for the job. 

Over the years since 1906, the building has been upgraded by other owners. 

Somewhere along the line, electricity, plumbing and lighting was added and floors were re­

done, and the like. However, the current Owners only replaced the roof and re-did the siding. 
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3. Facts of allegations contained in the violation report of which you have no personal 
knowledge (with specific reference to paragraph number in the violation report): 

Not Applicable. 

4. Other facts which may exonerate or mitigate your possible responsibility or otherwise 

explain your relationship to the possible violation (be as specific as you can; if you have or 
know of any documents, photographs, maps, letters, or other evidence that you believe are 
relevant, please identify it by name, date, type, and any other identifying information and 

provide the original or a copy if you can): 
When Owners learned that BCDC would require a Permit for any work done on the 

subject structure, they worked with Priscilla Njuguna, the then Enforcement Policy Manager of 

BCDC. Attached hereto as EXHIBIT 1.b.B is an August 5, 2020 email from Ms. Njuguna to the 

Owners. In pertinent part is the second paragraph which verifies the procedure that the 

Owners were going to use, which was understood and approved by Ms. Njuguna, for those 

projects done for which no County permit existed at the time of the construction/repair the 

Owners would now first apply, retroactively, for the County permits. Once the County permits 

were issued, then application would be made to BCDC for a corresponding permit. The County 

retroactively issued the permit covering the roof and siding of this pre-existing structure, which 

is attached as EXHIBIT La.A, to this particular Statement of Defense. That permit was received 

after BCDC formally instituted the enforcement proceedings. 

Matt Ellsworth, the owner of Matt Ellsworth Construction, (which company actually did 

the roof and siding) is not available for any testimony and no documents are available from his 

former business operations as Mr. Ellsworth died in 2017. 

5. Any other information, statement, etc. that you want to make: 
The Owners request that BCDC retroactively issue a permit for the roofing and the siding that 

has already been done, and assess the Owners the cost of the permit plus any particular penalty charges 
associated to that charge. The Owners request that the $30,000 proposed total penalty be abated given 
the minor nature of the repair and the benefit to the property as a whole as a result of the repair. 

6. Documents, exhibits, declarations under penalty of perjury or other materials that you 
have attached to this statement to support your answers or that you want to be made part of 
the administrative record for this enforcement proceeding {Please list in chronological order 
by date, author, title and enclose a copy with this completed form): 

All Exhibits are attached hereto 

7. Name of any person whose declaration under penalty of perjury was listed in the violation 
report as being part of the staff's case who the respondent wants to cross-examine, all 
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documents about which you want to cross--examine the person, area or areas of information 
about which the re.spondent wants to cross-examIne the witness, information that the 
respondent hopes to elicit in cross-examination, and the reason(s} why some other method 
of proving this information Is unsatisfactory: 

No BCCE staff persons have been identified who ass isted in the preparation of the 
charging document. Counsel has been advised that n witness.s will be called at the hearing in 
support of the charging allegat ions. 

Jun 16, 2022 Dated:,_ _____ 

I declare under penalty of p:,:rjury pursuant to the laws of the State of Ca lifornia that the foregoing facts 
are true to the best of my knowledge. 

kite trite 
Barto Prtce {Jun 16, 202212:47 PDT) 

Barto Price 
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DEPARTMENT OF RJE§OVRCJE MANAGEMENT 
BUILDING& SAJFJElfY SERVICES 

675 TEXAS ST.. SUITE 5500 
FAIR.FIELD, CA 94533 

Office Number: (707) 784-6765 
24 Hour fospection Request Line: (707) 784-4750 

BUlLDING PER..l\1IT lP'ermit No: B2021-0090 Permit Issued By: Denise Feiling 

Status: Issued Applied Date: 1,'26/2021 Issued Date: 3/12/202 l Expires Date: 3/12/2023 

Job Address: 2 Pierce Lane Parcel No.: 0090230110 Valuation: $16,500.00 

Description: CLUB MEETING HALL 1400 SQ FT - NEW METAL ROOF & NEW SIDING - NO INTERIOR WORK 
**':'PREVIOUSLY CONSTRUCTED IN 1906 

Owner: Ptice Barto B III & Donna L TR Contractor: 
2 PIERCE LANE 

Licensed Contractor Declaration 

l hereby affim, that l am licensed under provisions of Chapter 9 (commencing with Section 7000) of Division of the Business and Professions Code, and my License i:; 
in full force and effo:t. 

I .in:m,elf License Clos, · Expiration Date 

'.)~te_____________Signarnrc_____________ ____ _____________________ 

Owner/Builder Declaration 

1hereby affirm that I am exempt from the_£'ontrnctor's Licen,;e law for the reason : 
[ J Las owner Dfthe property. or my employee with wages as the soie compensation. will do the work. and the structmc is not intended or cffercd for sale (Section 7044. 
Business and Professions Code). 
( JI , as owner ofrhe prope11y, am exclusively contracting with licensed contractors to construct the project Section 7044. Business and 
[ ] Owner-Bui Ide,· imends to perform work und the strncltirc is intended or offered for sale. the applicant must apply with the following conditions: 
I . The structure is his or her principal place cf residence. 
2. He or she h.is resided in the residence fur the past 12 months prior to the work. 
3. He or she has not nvailcJ hi, or herself of this exemption on more than two strucmrcs more than once during any three-yea( period . 
[_ ] ! am exempt tmcler sec . ______. B&PC tor this reason____________________________ 

Date _______ Signature_ ______________________ 

Worker's Compensation Declaration 

! hereby afftm1 that I haYe a certificate of Worker's Compensation Insurance. (Section 3800. Lab.C.) 

Insurance Co. Expirntiori Date 

Date___________Signature_ _ ______ _ ______ _______________________ 

Certificate of Exemption From Workers' Compensation Insurance 

l certify that in the pcrfomiance of the work for which thi;; pennit is issncd. 1shall not employ any person in any manner ~o as to become subject tc Worker's 
Compensation Laws ofCn!ifornia. 

Date _____ Signature _ _ _ _______ _______ ___ _ 

Notice to App.licant : 1( aflr.r making this Cenificate of Exemption. you should become ,ubject to Worker's Compensation provision of the Labor ·code. you must 
forthwith comply with such provision or this pennit shall be deemed revoked . 

Oi\'ision of Industrial Safet) Permit Classification 

[ J As Owner. 8uilde1. I will not perfonn or employ anyone to do work whid1 would rcqnirc a pe1111it frotn the Di,·ision of Industrial Safety. unless snch per,mn has a 
permit !<'l do such work from the divis;on . 
[ J Divi,ion oflndustrial Safety Permit r--:umber_________________ 

Air Quality !'cnnil Certificate 

J I hereby affimi lhnr I am not installing nor modifying any equipment which may cause air pollmion. 
J My Air Quality M:mugemcnr District Authority to Construcr pennit number is ·~-------------

Hazardous Materials aud Waste 11-'lanagement 

[ ) l have read the Hazardous Material lnfom1mion Guide and understand my requirement under Chapter 6.95 of the California Health and Safety Code Scclion ]5S!.i5. 
25533. and 25534. '"' l tmderntand that if the building doe, not cUtrently hav, a ten,111t. that it is my responsibility to notify the occupant of the requirements which must 
be met prior to issuance of a Certificarc of Occupanty. 1certify that I have rend this application and state tliat the infomiation is con-eel. I agree to comply with a!l county 
ordinances and ,:;tate laws relating 10 bui!ding consnuction. and hereby all\hc.nu rcpr~scntati,·es of the county to ~nter the aboYe property for inspection purposes . 
( ] I will submit a Constrnction and Demolition \Vaste 'vlanagement Plan and 'or Rccpon. \\'ith receipt,. documenting complance with State Law to diven a minimum of 
65% of non-hazardous waste from lanJfills through recycling or re-u, e. 

Applicants Signature~-------------------------------

f.X! .b.A 

https://all\hc.nu
https://16,500.00


tocuSlgn Envelope ID: 1E4A7F03-AA~B00751F67 

San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission 
375 Beale Street, Suite 510, San Francisco, CaUfomia 94105 te! 415 352 3600 fax 888 348 5190 

State of California IGavin Newsom - Governor I info@bcdc.ca.gov Iwww.bcdc.ca.gov 

Via email only 

August 5, 2020 

Barto and Donna Price 
459 Adams Way 
Pleasanton, CA 94566-7131 
bart@camechanical.com 

SUBJECT: Violation Notice for The Family Gun Club #423 (BCDC Permit Nos. M1999.022md 
and M2019.024.00md; BCDC Enforcement File No. ER2020.021.00) 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Price: 

Following our site visit on July 21, 2020, we are sending this letter to document BCDC's 
expectations to brlngthe property located at 2 Pierce Lane, Benicia, California into compliance. 

BCDC staff was able to verify that the duck club hunting facilities are consistent with BCDC 
permit terms. However, the repairs and unpermitted new construction at the site, including the 
large barn and remodeling to the existing club meeting hall, Family Club bar, boathouse, 
caretaker's house and garage require review and approval by BCDC. This process can be 
initiated by submitting a permit application. It is our understanding that you intend to submit 
your permit application to BCDC after you obtain required approvals from Solano County. 

-
This: letter serves as notice that BCDC believes that a violation has occurred. We expect you to 
submit a fileable permit application no later than 90 days from the date of this letter. We 
expect that you will include all required attachments for an evaluation of the unauthorized 
work to determine what can be authorized. Inform BCDC of any County related delays that 
could impact this 90-day period. Please complete your application, the form for which is 
attached and is also available on BCDC's website here then submit the completed form to 
info@bcdc.ca.gov. The Permit tab on BCDC's website homepage contains informatron that will 
assist you in preparing a fileable application. If after review the staff determines that a portion 
of the as-built work cannot be retroactively authorized then we will develop a plan for lt to be 
modified/removed. 

\ 
Pursuant to the McAteer-Petrls Act, Suisun Marsh Preservation Act and BCDC regulations, BCDC 
is authorized to conduct enforcement investigations and commence administrative 
enforcement actions. While this letter does not commence a formal enforcement proceeding, 
we reserve the right to take formal action, Including imposing fines or penalties. A prompt 
response will be considered in determining the next steps that BCDC pursues. 

mailto:info@bcdc.ca.gov
https://ER2020.021.00
mailto:bart@camechanical.com
www.bcdc.ca.gov
mailto:info@bcdc.ca.gov
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Enf.•No. ER2020.021.00 August 5, 2020 

Further, while the report we received focused on the activities identified above, we recognize 
the potential that there may be other violations at the site. We urge you to review your permits 
to ensure you are fully compliant with all of their conditions. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

DocuSlgnlld by:G. ·114. 
~~S7C27F~ 

Prisdll2 Njuguna 
Enforcement Policy Manager 
San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission 
375 Beale Street, Suite 510 
San Francisco, California 94105 
Tel: 415-352-3640 
Fax: 415-352-3606 
Email: priscilla.njuguna@bcdc.ca.gov 
Website: www.bcdc.ca.gov 

Enclosure: Permit M1999.022md 
BCDC Permit Application Form 

PN/mm 

www.bcdc.ca.gov
mailto:priscilla.njuguna@bcdc.ca.gov
https://ER2020.021.00
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STATEMENT OF DEFENSE 

BARTO & DONNA PRICE 

ENFORCEMENT CASE ER2020.021 

CHARGE NUMBER 2.a. 1,900 sq. ft. Structure and 
associated pavement and landscaping 

CHARGE NUMBER 7 .a. Wetland Excavation 

INTRODUCTION 

Charge 2.a. and 7.a are related and are in the same area. The lawn and associated 

pavement that is referenced in the charges of 2.a. are in the very same area as the Pond of the 

charge in 7.a. In fact, the lawn lines one part of the Pond. See EXHIBIT 7.a.A 

1.Facts or allegations contained in the violation report that you admit (with specific reference 

to the paragraph number in the violation report): 

The Owners Admit: 

1. The pre-existing structure (prior to Owners taking possession of the property) was 

known as the "Mud Room" and according to architect's measurement was 256 

square feet. To that existing building Owners added, by lengthening the building, 

896 square feet without permits. The building now existing is 1,152 square feet. 

There is 600 square feet of outside deck associated with the building. 

2. Upon taking possession of the building, there was an old pond positioned as 

described in the complaint on the property. When Owners took possession, it was 

filled with tires and debris of all sorts, including mattresses, old box springs, old 

culvert pipes, broken flood gates, telephone poles, and all sorts of wood debris. 

Owners removed all the debris from the pond area and refilled it with water then 

planted the lawn and added the cinderblock walkway. 

2. Facts or allegations contained in the violation report that you deny (with specific reference 

to the paragraph number in the violation report): 

The Owners Deny: 

The Owners were unaware of any restrictions that this specific area "was 

required for wetland and upland habitat" pursuant to CCD2000.004 and M1999.022md. 

The present Owners came into ownership in 2008. 

The entire parcel of property in owners' possession is 199.4 acres. It is broken 

down as 182 acres of managed wetlands (APN 90-23-11) and 17.4 acres that are not 

part of managed wetlands (APN 46-11-8). The BCDC complaint herein, and for that 
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matter other than complaints 6.a. and 9.a. are all within the 17.4 acres of non-managed 

wetlands. This 17 acres houses all the equipment necessary to operate a 200-acre 

hunting operation. It has a caretaker house, the owners have the original house built in 

1906, in which they live; there are various buildings all associated with the operation of 

the Duck Club. How this area could be designated as needed for wetland or upland 

habitat defies imagination. 

There was some enforcement proceedings against the prior owners which the 

present owners are now informed and believe was with specific regard to debris in what 

was a pond on the property and its immediate surrounding area. Owners had no notice 

prior to taking ownership of any restrictions now alleged by BCDC that ran with the land 

that they acquired. There is nothing in the title documents delivered to them at the 

close of escrow proceedings that indicated any such restrictions on the 17-acre parcel. 

Furthermore, on taking possession of the property, the area that is now a lovely pond 

on the property is frequented by ducks on the non-hunting days of the waterfowl 

season and before and after the season. When the owners took possession of the 

property there was no water in the former pond - it was still loaded with debris as set 

forth in the introduction to this statement of defense charge. Upon possession of the 

property, the owners, standing in front of the house that they would live in and looking 

to the north of the extension of the property that they had just purchased, and viewing 

the area filled with tires, culvert pipes, old broken levee gates, and the like, no one 

could possibly imagine that this was land required for wetlands or upland habitat. 

With respect to the allegation that the Mud Room expansion was built, it could 

not possibly have been built in the area "required for Wetland and Upland Habitat 

Restoration". The Mud Room, itself, pre-exists by decades and was built at the edge of 

the pre-existing internal canal next to the small internal harbor. The extension added to 

the Mud Room, to the East, was built on the very same ground. BCDC will have to prove 

where the Wetland and Upland game habitat boundaries are. A look at the BCDC aerial 

photos, EXHIBIT 2.a.A & B., clearly show the added structure is in an arid part of that 

particular parcel. 

3.Facts of allegations contained in the violation report of which you have no personal 
knowledge (with specific reference to paragraph number in the violation report): 

Not Applicable. 

4.0ther facts which may exonerate or mitigate your possible responsibility or otherwise 
explain your relationship to the possible violation (be as specific as you can; if you have or 
know of any documents, photographs, maps, letters, or other evidence that you believe are 
relevant, please identify it by name, date, type, and any other Identifying information and 
provide the original or a copy if you can): 

As admitted in this charge and pointed out earlier, Matt Ellsworth Construction was 

contracted to add to the existing Mud Room. The contract also provided that he would provide 

the necessary permits and was paid for doing so. It is now apparent, however, since these 
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procsedings have been ongoing that the contractor did not appfv for r receive any County 

permits let alone BCDC permit s. The Owners knew County permits wou ld be required for the 

addition to the Mud Room but were unaware of th~ BCDC requirements in that regard. 

V.Jith re pect to the addition to the Mud Room, that could not possibiy have been 

designated by some prior enforcement procedure Wetlands or Upland Game Habitat. The Mud 

Room has existed for decades and the extension to it followed the same course, roughiy to the 

East, on the sam patch of arid ground. That patch of ground was on the very edge of the 

internal .anal that was ultin ately filled. The extension was not built on any of that fill. It was 

basical.y built on what was the old edge of the internal .anal. Just a look Looking at the BCD 

aerial photo in supp rt of their charge would indicat - that the building cou ld not possibly be in 

an area reserved for Wetlands or Upland Game Habitat. 

5.Any other information, statement, etc. that you want to make: 
The Owners requ st that the BCDC permit be issued retroactively approving the 

extension to the Mud Room and elim inating the proposed penalty of $30,000. There is a BCDC 

permit required that is clear; it is also clear that tha is an Owner responsibility notwithstanding 

the contractor was supposed to upply the perm!t~, and was paid for doing so. The Owners 

submit that whatever the retroactive permi fee would be plus reasonable penalties associated 

with the tardiness of making application to BCDC therefore would be the appropriate penalty 

but certainly not the $30,000 alleged for Number 2 and not $30,000 as al!e ed for Number 7 

6, Documents, exhibits, declarations under penalty of perjury or other mater1als that you 
have attached to this statement to support your answers or that you want to be made part of 
the administrative record for this enforcement proceeding (Please list in chronological order 
by date, author, title and enclose a copy with this completed form): 

Ali Exhibits are attached hereto 

7.Name of any person whose declaration under penalty of perjury was listed In the violation 
report as being part of the staffs case who the respondent wants to cross-examine, all 

documents about which you want to cross-examine the person., area or areas of information 
about which the respondent wants to cross-examine the witness, information that the 
respondent hopes to elicit in cross-exam nation, and the reason{s) why some other method 
of proving this Information Is unsatisfactory: 

No BCCE staff persons hav~ been identified who assisted in the preparation of the charging 

document. Counsel has been advised that n witnesses will be called at the hearing In support 

of the charging allegations. 

Dated:_June 15, 2022 
I declare nder penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of the State of California tha the fo regoing fac s 
are true to the best of my knowledge. 
patt,, tf/CB.... 
Barto Price 
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STATEMENT OF DEFENSE 

BARTO & DONNA PRICE 

ENFORCEMENT CASE ER2020.021 

CHARGE NUMBER 3.a. 100 sq. ft. Structure 

INTRODUCTION: This issue concerns the "Pump House" which encloses the two Wells on the 

property. One of the Wells is original from back in the early 1900's. EXHIBIT 3.a.A is a photo of 

the original Pump House and Fire Tower that was long ago replaced by two smaller structures. 

1. Facts or allegations contained in the violation report that you admit (with specific 
reference to the paragraph number in the violation report): 

Owner added approximately 100 square feet to the existing structure. 

2. Fa,cts or allegations contained in the violation report that you deny (with specific reference 
to the paragraph number in the violation report): 

No county permit was required to add the approximate 100 sq. ft. and Owner's were 

unaware a BCDC permit was necessary to cover the new Well pump. However, later, upon 

County Permit Enforcement inspection a permit was required on the renovated building for a 

"NEW METAL ROOF, 1 LOUVER, NEW SIDING". A permit was applied for and issued and has 

become Final (Permit #82021-0093 See Exhibit 3.a.B). 

3. Facts of allegations contained in the violation report of which you have no personal 
knowledge (with specific reference to paragraph number in the violation report): 

Not Applicable 

4. Other facts which may exonerate or mitigate your possible responsibility or otherwise 
explain your relationship to the possible violation (be as specific as you can; if you have or 
know of any documents, photographs, maps, letters, or other evidence that you believe are 
relevant, please identify it by name, date, type, and any other identifying information and 
provide the original or a copy if you can): 

This is the site of the historical domestic well pictured above for the property with an 

existing 6'x6' well Pump House which replaced it. The replacement is obviously in poor 

condition (note the power wires and the power pole in a danger leaning state) when Owners 

purchased the property in 2008 (See Exhibit 3.a.C). It should be pointed out, though not shown 

in Exhibit C, there is a second very small box structure next to it covering the companion Well 

that was replaced by the irrigation Well. The two aerial photos provided by BCDC taken in 2007 

and again in 2008 are not particularly helpful (Exhibits 3.a.D & E}. What was there in 2007 

remained in 2008. It was in 2011 when Owner received a permit from the County of Solano to 

drill a well adjacent to the existing domestic well and thereafter rebuilt the existing structure by 

adding the approximately 100 sq. ft. 
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5. Any other Information, statement, etc. that you want to make: 

This issue is closely associc.:t:ed with Charge No. 8 of drilling a new Irrigation Well. It was 
dri!led at the side of the Pump House, and the Purnp House was expanded to house that Well. 

That vas a combined project in 2011 and the BCDC objection to the well being clone without a 
BCOC permit and the 100 sq. ft. addition without a BCDC permit should also be a single 

complaint because it was a combined project- not two complaints with a proposed penalty of 
$30,000 each! 

The Owners request that BCDC retroactively grant a permit if one is necessary for the 

100 square foot addition to the Pump House and the siding, louver and the metal roof, if 
necessary and abat the $30,000 of proposed penalty and instead assess the cost of the permit 
that should have been paid in 2011 and the penalties associated wrth the non-pa•,'ment of that 
permit. 

Certalnly the Pump House r build and only adding 100 sq. ft to the collapsing structure 
shouldn't warrant a $30,000 fine. That seems unconscionable. Owners posit that if a BCDC 

permit is necessar1 for the expansic n of the Pump House that the penalty be the permit fee 
and any interest and penalty related to that fo r not paying until now. 

6. Documents, exhibits, declarations under penalty of perjury or other materials that you 
have attached to this statement to support your answers or that you want to be made part of 
the adminlstrattve record for this enforcement proceeding (Please list in chronological order 
by date, author, title and enclose a copy with this completed form): 

Al! Exhibits are attached hereto 

7. Name of any person whose declaration under penalty of perjury was listed in the violation 
report as being part of the staff's case who the respondent wants to cross-examine, all 
documents about which you want to cross-ekamlne the person, area or areas of Information 
about which the respondent wants to cross-examine the witness, information that the 
respondent hopes to elicit In cross-examination, and the reason(s) why some other method 
of proving this information is unsatisfactory: 

No BCCE staff persons have been identified •,..vho assisted in the preparation of the chargin . 
document. Counsel has been advised that no witne.:- es wil! be .alled at the hearing in support 
of the charging allegations. 

Dated: June 15, 2022 
! declare under penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of the State of Californ ia that the foregoing facts 
are true to the best of my knowledge. 
P4tietb?e 
Barto Price 
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DEPART:\IE~T O:F RESOl'RCE :.\L.\..,AGE:\IE~T 
BUILDJfNG & SAFETY SERVICES 

675 TEXAS ST., SUITE 5500 
FAIRFIELD, CA 94533 

Office Number: (707) 784-6765 
24 Hour Inspection Request Line: (707) 784-4750 

BUILDING PERMIT Permit No: B2021-0093 Permit Issued Sy: .Denis,:: Peiling 

Status: Issued Applied Date: 1/26/202, Issued Date: 3/12/2021 Expires Date: 3/12/2023 

Job Address: 2 PIERCE LANE Parcel No.: 0090230IJO Valuation: $12,800.00 

Description: NEW METAL ROOF, I LOUVER, NEW SIDING - NO INTERIOR WORK "'*"' PREVJOUSL Y CONSTRUCTED 
PUMP HOUSE IN 1906 

Owner: Price Barto B Ill & Donna L TR Contractor: 
2 PIERCE LANE 

Licensed Contractor Declaration 

I lm-c:·hy 3ffim1 th3.I I arn lic,..n., ,·d under provisions ofChapter 9 (commencing wnh Sl!ction 7000) ofDh•;sion of the Business und Professions Code. and my License i:; 
ir. full fo,.-i: 'Jntf dlh:1. 

License# License Class Expirauon Date 

Date___ _ ___ _ ___Signature __________ _ _ 

Owner/Builder Declaration 

l hereby affirm 1hat I am exempt trom the Contractor's Licen,c law for the reason· 
[ ] I. 11s owner of 1he property or my employee with wages as the sole compensation. will do rhe work. ano the stru£ture is not intended or offered for sale {Section 7044. 
Bu.~incss and ProfClisions Code) 
[ J 1. as owner of the property. am exclu~iveiy contracting with licensed contractnn; to constmct the prqjcct Section 70-l4. Business and 
{ ] Ownci-Builder intends ro perform work and the Mru1..1:urc is mtcnded or offered for sale. the applicant musr apply with the folJO\\ing conditions: 
I . The structure ,s his or her principal place of res,denc~ 
2. He or she h.a.s resided 1u ti,<! residence for the past 12 months prior 10 tht work. 
3. He or she has noc availed hi~ or herselfof this exemption on more than two structures more than once during any three-year penod
[ ] I am ex1;mpt Ullder sec. ______. B&PC for this reason_____________ __________ ______ 

fJ111~._____ _ _____Sig11atur<!_________________________ ________ _ _ 

Worker's Compensation Declaration 

I hereby affim1 that J have a <:er1ifica1e of Worker's Compcn,ation Insurance, \Section 3800. Lab C.) 

Policy Num~· lnsurance Co, Expiration Date 

Date_ _ _ _ _ _ _ ____Signarure _ _________________ _______ _ _ ______ _ _ 

Cerdficate of E,emptlon From Workers' Compensation lo1urance 

I certify that m the perfo1mance of 1he work fo: \\'Il!Ch ibis IJ<!Onll i!, issued. I shall 1101 t!mploy any person in ar,y >n.rnn..:r so .:., to become subject co Worker's 
Compensation Laws of C~fifomi.t. 

Date___________ liignature________ _ _ _ _ ___ _ ,. ___ -:-:--,--:---:c:-- ---,,------::--,---:--c-----

l\:01ice to Appli,anc: If, after making 1h1s Certificate ofEJ..emption. y.:u should bec.;,mc ,ubjec1 to W:.irker's Compensation provision of the Lnbor Code. you must 
forthwith comply wid1 ~uch provision or 1hi~ penmt shall be deemcl •'l!~.)~e,L 

Di\",r;,,n of Industrial SafetJ Permit Classification 

[ ] As Owner/Builder. I will nor perform or employ anyone to do work ,\·h1ch would requin, a pcnnit irom the Division of Industrial Safety, unless suc!i peoon has~ 
permit 10 do such work from the division 
f ] Division of lndustnal Safet} Penni! (';umbc~ 

Air Quality Permit Cl.!rtificnte 

1 j I hereby affinn th:it I am not installing nor modifying any equipment whicb may cause ai1 pollution. 
[ ] My Air Quality Management District Amhority TO Construe! permir numbc, L, _________________ 

Hazardous Materials .ind Waste l\fanagement 

[ ] I have read the Hazardous l\•laterial lnformatmr, Guide and undersund ill) rcqmmncnt under Chapter 6,95 of the California Health and Safety Code Section 25505, 
25531, and 25534. *~l understand that ifrhe building d~~ not currently have., tenant. that •r is my responsibility 10 notify the occupant ofthe requirements which must 
be met p1ior to issuance ofa Cenificate of Occupancy i cenify that I have rea<l mis app!ic:1tion and state that the infom1a1ion is correct. I agree to comply with ali county 
ortlinances and state laws relating 10 building construc1ion. and hereby authorize represcntati,·es of the county to enter 1hc above property for inspection purposes. 
[ ] I will submit a Construction and Demolition Waste Management Plan and•or Report. wiih receip1s. <locum-:nting complance with State Law 10 divc11 a minimum of 
65% of non-haardous waste from landfills thro•1gh recycling m re-use. 

Applicants Signature______________ Date 

https://12,800.00
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STATEMENT OF DEFENSE 

BARTO & DONNA PRICE 

ENFORCEMENT CASE ER2020.021 

CHARGE NUMBER 4a. 2,000 sq. ft. Structure 

1. Facts or allegations contained in the violation report that you admit (with specific 

reference to the paragraph number in the violation report): 

The structure as taken down by the prior owners was reassembled using some but not 

all new materials (See Exhibit 4.a.A). A picture of the old structure is attached as Exhibit 4.a.B. 

and is referred to as the "Old Barn." A picture of the front of the reassembled "Old Barn" is 

superimposed on Exhibit B 

2. Facts or allegations contained in the violation report that you deny (with specific reference 

to the paragraph number in the violation report): 

The reassembled structure sits on the same foundation setting as the old and is 1,560 

sq. ft. as was the old. 

3. Facts of allegations contained in the violation report of which you have no personal 

knowledge (with specific reference to paragraph number in the violation report): 

Not Applicable 

4. Other facts which may exonerate or mitigate your possible responsibility or otherwise 

explain your relationship to the possible violation (be as specific as you can; if you have or 

know of any documents, photographs, maps, letters, or other evidence that you believe are 

relevant, please identify it by name, date, type, and any other identifying information and 

provide the original or a copy if you can): 

The old structure which a prior owner took down was basically a pole barn building with 

siding, roof and doors. The building had to come down because the supporting vertical 

structure beams (the poles) had rotted at their base. The building as disassembled was stored 

on the floor of the old building. The new structure is the same size as its predecessor because 

of the reuse ofthe trusses and main beams and much ofthe roof structure and is reassembled 

on exactly the same foot print as the original building. 

5. Any other information, statement, etc. that you want to make: 

When Owners learned a county permit was required to reassemble the barn they 

applied retroactively for a permit to Solano County. As of April 28, 2022 county permit number 

B2021-1342 is presently under review. Exhibit Intro A 
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Owners request the proposed penalty of $30,000 be abated and replaced buy the cost 

of the BCDC permit al'owing the reassembled structure and assess the permit fee pius anv !ate 
charges that may be associated with that. 

6. Documents, exhibits, declarations under penalty of perjury or other materials that you 
have attached to this statement to support your answers or that you want to be made part of 
the administrative record for this enforcement proceeding (Please list in chronological order 
by date~ author, title and enclose a copy with this completed form): 

All Exhibits are attached hereto 

7. Name of any person whose declaration under penalty of perjury was listed in the violation 
report as being part of the staffs case who the respondent wants to cross-examine, all 
documents about which you want to cross-examine the person, area or areas of information 
about which the respondent wants to cross-examine the witness, information that the 
respondent hopes to ellcit in cross--examlnation, and the reason(s) why some other method 
of proving this information is unsatisfactory: 

No BCCE staff persons have been identified who assisted in the preparation of the charging 

document. Counsel has been advised that no witnesses will be called at the hearing in support 

of the charging allegations. 

Dated: June 15, 2022 

ideclare under penalty of pe1jury pursuant to the laws of the State of California that the foregoing fact.<; 
are true to the best f rny knowledge. 

ff.im rt1ce 
Barto Price (Jun 1612022 12.17 PDT) 

Barto Price 
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frorn: bart@camect-.anical.com, 
To: stric\ybis@aol.com, 

oate: sat, Jun 11, 2.02212:58 pm 

ttachrnents: 

mailto:stric\ybis@aol.com
mailto:bart@camect-.anical.com




From: bart@camachanlcal.com, 
To: Striclybls@aol.com, 

SubJ•ct: Fwd: 2 Pierce Lane 
Data: Fri, Apr 29, 2022 3:25 pm 

Attachm1n111: 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Bart Price <bart@camechanital.com> 
Date: April 28, 2022 at 2:42:22 PM PDT 
To: Donna <Striclybis@aol.com> 
Subject: Fwd: 2 Pierce Lane 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Feiling, Denise M." <DMFeiling@solanocounty.com> 
Date: April 28, 2022 at I:20:59 PM PDT 
To: Bart Price <bart@camechanical.com> 
Cc: "Tippett, Robert S.11 <RSTippett@solanocounty.com> 
Subject: 2 Pierce Lane 

Hello Bart, 

Below you will find a status ofthe building permits for 2 Pierce lane, parcel #0090-230-
110 

Permit# Status Scope of work 
82021-1341 In review Remodel garage 840 sq ft 
82021·1342 In review Remodel barn 1560 sq ft 
B2021-1343 In review Exterior work, mud room 
82021-0262 Final New roof, windows, siding 
B2021-0090 Final Reroof club meeting hall 
82021-0092 Issued Boathouse remodel windows, siding, metal roof 
82021-0093 Final Pump house, new roof, siding 

mailto:RSTippett@solanocounty.com
mailto:bart@camechanical.com
mailto:DMFeiling@solanocounty.com
mailto:Striclybis@aol.com
mailto:bart@camechanital.com
mailto:Striclybls@aol.com
mailto:bart@camachanlcal.com
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STATEMENT OF DEFENSE 

BARTO & DONNA PRICE 

ENFORCEMENT CASE ER2020.021 

CHARGE NUMBER S.a. Bridge Construction 

1. Facts or allegations contained in the violation report that you admit (with specific 

reference to the paragraph number in the violation report): 
Owners Admit they placed an existing Railroad Spur/Bridge across the internal slough as 

pictured in EXHIBIT 5.a.A of the BCDC aerial photograph. 

The Bridge is more easily comprehended by comparing to EXHIBIT 5.a.B, which is a similar aerial 

photo from 14 years before Exhibit 5.a.A, showing at that 90 degree angle of the internal slough - no 

bridge across it. The placement of the bridge was done without a BCDC permit, the Owners not 

suspecting that such a permit would be required. 

2. Facts or allegations contained in the violation report that you deny (with specific reference 
to the paragraph number in the violation report): 

No Response. 

3. Facts of allegations contained in the violation report of which you have no personal 
knowledge (with specific reference to paragraph number in the violation report): 

Not Applicable. 

4. Other facts which may exonerate or mitigate your possible responsibility or otherwise 
explain your relationship to the possible violation (be as specific as you can; if you have or 
know of any documents, photographs, maps, letters, or other evidence that you believe are 
relevant, please identify it by name, date, type, and any other identifying information and 
provide the original or a copy if you can): 

EXHIBIT 5.a.C is a picture ofthe Bridge as presently installed. 

In the summer of 2015, a leak in exterior water control structure at the channel 

entrance to Goodyear Slough was stopped and the adjacent managed wetland and ditch was 

dried out. When the ditch bottom was dewatered and became exposed Owners discovered this 

existing railroad spur/ bridge buried in the mud just a few feet down the channel from where 

the bridge presently resides. Owners placed it on the ditch bank across the water supply ditch 

in its current location. 

In 2019, Owner's insurance agent said this walk bridge should have handrails, so those 
were added. This no doubt is what BCDC interprets in its charge of "hardening" the bridge. If 
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necessary, the walk bridge can easily be iifted and removed from its current rest ing pla .e but it 
is a major convenience forthe member of t he Family Gun Club. 

5. Any other Information, statement, etc. that you want to make: 
CONCLUSION: It is assumed that sometime in its tiistory, the bridge actually did span that 

internal canal but iikely due to some historical flooding event it washed out and sunk to t he bot tom of 

that sic,ugh and it wasn't until the property was completely drained was t he bridge discovered. It easily 

flt across the canal and it is convenient for i:!CCessing two duck blinds and access to the Numb r One 

Flo(>d Gate and two Drain Weirs. The Owners, therefore, would ask that BCDC issue cl permit so the 

bridge can stily in place. But, as noted earlier, if for some reason BCDC won't permit that bridge, it can 

be 1?asily lifted out 
Conclusion: Owners request BCDC permit t he bridge and t he $30,000 fine be abated and be 

repla ed by whatever permit is required plu" penalties for its !ate a_ pHca•fon. 

6. Documents, exhibits, declarations under penalty of perjury or other materials that you 
have attached to this statement to support your answers or that you want to be made part of 
the admlnistratfve record for this enforcement proceeding (Please list in chronological order 
by date, author, title and enclose a copy with this completed form): 

Al. Exhibits are attached hereto 

7. Name of any person whose dedaratlon under penalty of perjury was ffsted in the violation 
report as being part of the staff's case who the respondent wants to cross-examine, aU 
documents about which you want to cross-examine the person, area or areas of information 
about which the respondent wants to cross-examine the witness, Information that the 

respondent hopes to elicft in cross-e>caminatlon, and the reason(s) why some other method 
of proving this Information Js unsatisfactory: 

No BCCE staff persons have been identi fied who assisted In the preparation of the 

charging document. Counsel has been advised that no w itnesses will be called at the hearin in 

support of the charging allegations. 

Dated:_June 15, 2022 

I declare under pemil ty of perjur1 pursuant to the .aws of the State of California that the foregoing facLS 

are tru~ to the best f my knowledge. 

Ba rto Price (Jun 16, 2022 12:47 PDTI 

Barto Price 
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STATEMENT OF DEFENSE 

BARTO & DONNA PRICE 

ENFORCEMENT CASE ER2020.021 

CHARGE NUMBER 8.a. Irrigation Well 

1. Facts or allegations contained in the violation report that you admit (with specific 
reference to the paragraph number in the violation report): 

Owners Admit a new Irrigation Well was drilled on the property in the very near vicinity 

of the "Pump House' that is the subject of Charge Number 3 in this proceeding. A County 

permit was issued for the drilling of the Well. 

2. Facts or allegations contained in the violation report that you deny (with specific reference 
to the paragraph number in the violation report): 

Owners were unaware that a BCDC permit was required. 

3. Facts of allegations contained in the violation report of which you have no personal 
knowledge (with specific reference to paragraph number in the violation report): 

Not Applicable 

4. Other facts which may exonerate or mitigate your possible responsibility or otherwise 
explain your relationship to the possible violation (be as specific as you can; if you have or 
know of any documents, photographs, maps, letters, or other evidence that you believe are 
relevant, please identify it by name, date, type, and any other identifying information and 
provide the original or a copy if you can): 

In 2009 California Waterfowl Association (CWA) biologists Jeremy Ash and Robert 

Eddings approached Owners with the proposal of putting an irrigation Well on the subject 

property. This request was in furtherance of the Suisun March Managed Wetlands 

Enhancement Project. Phase II. This Project (hereafter "Plan") was jointly "developed by the 

U.S. Soil Conservation Service and the Suisun Resource Conservation District and certified by 

the California Department of Fish and Game and the San Francisco Bay Conservation and 
Development Commission." [emphasis added] See Exhibit 8.a.A. It was explained to Owners 

that CWA and the Plan was in part interested in getting fresh Well water pumped onto the 

West Side of the Marsh to dilute the selenium in the slough waters especially in dry years. 

CWA took the lead in pursuing the Grant for cost-share of the Well pursuant to the 

North American Wetland Conservation Act (hereafter "NAWCA). The Grant was approved and 

in March, 2011 the Permit for the Well was issued by the Department of Resource 

Management, County of Solano (See Exhibit 8.a.B) and the filed Completion Report (Exhibit 
8.a.C attached hereto. 
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s. Any other information, statement, etc. that you want to make: 
CONCLUSION: 

1. The drilling of the subject We!J, which is the Charge herein, and Charge Number 3, the 

addition of the 100 sq. ft. to the Pump House structure to house the pump for this new well, 

are closely associated and should be considered one project and if a fine is necessary one such 
fine assessed as opposed to the two presently assessed tcta!ing $60,000. 

2. The Owners propose th t given the language in the NAWCA Grant which included a 

statement that the program allowing for a Well was approved by BCDC and their own naivete in 

regard to BCDC jurisdiction over the entirety of the Suisun Marsh couid be quite 

understandable that there was no permit involved here. The Owners request that the Well be 

permitted that the proposed penalties be abated in favor of a penalty that would be assessed 
for the ret roactive permit for the Well and reasonable penal.ties or late charges associated with 

that fee thereafter. 

6. Documents, exhibits~ declarations under penalty of perjury or other materials that you 
have attached to th s statement to support your answers or that you want to be made part of 
the administrative record for this enforcement proceeding (Please list In chronological order 
by date, author, title and enclose a copy with this completed form): 

A!l Exhibits are attached hereto 

7. Name of any person whose declaration under penalty of perjury was listed in the violation 
report as being part of the staffs case who the respondent wants to cross-examine, all 
documents about which you want to cross-examine the person, area or areas of Information 
about which the respondent wants to cross-examine the witness, Information that the 
respondent hopes to elfdt In cross-examination, and the reason(s} why some other method 
of proving this Information is unsatisfactory; 

No BCCE staff persons ha~Je been identified who assisted in the reparation of the 

charging document. Counsel has b en advised that no witnesses will be called at the hearing in 

support of the charging allegations. 

Dated: Jun 16, 2022 

Ideclare under penaity of perj ury pursuant to th laws of the State of Caiifornia that the foregoing facts 
are true to the best of my lme>wledg2. 

l'PttP ttice 
Barto Price (Jun 16,202212:47 PDT) 

Barto Price 
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CJJ:-J Standanl NAWCA Gl"ant Agreement 

Rei-. 7.-281009 

Conn-act Number: NAWCA #CA-N981 B 

Project Name (Duck Club Name): Family Club 
Corporation or Business Name: 
Cooperator (Individual Authorized to Sign Agreement): Bart Price 
NAWCA Grant Contribution: $90,000 
Landowner Grant Contribution: $44.000 

NORTH AMERICAN WETLAND CONSERVATION ACT 

Suisun Marsh Managed Wetlands Enhancement Project, Phase II. California 

SUJSUN MARSH PRJVATE LANDOWNER GRANT AGREEMENT 

This Grant Agreement (the ··Agreement ..) dated February I, 2011 is entered into between 
Bart Price, #2 Pierce Lane, Benicia. CA 94510 (the '-Owner") and California Waterfowl 
Association ("CWA"). 

A. The Owner hereby agrees to participate with CWA in carrying out certain wetland 
restoration and/or enhancement measures located on lands in which Owner has an interest 
or lands that are owned by Owner in Solano County. State of California (the "Land") (as 
more paiticularly described in the location map attached to and made a part ofthis 
Agreement as Exhibit A). 

B. By signing this Agreement. the Owner in cooperation with CW A agrees to carry out the 
wetland restoration and/or enhancement measures outlined in Exhibit B (the "Project") 
(attached to this Agreement and made a part ofthis Agreement by this reference) on the 
Land. Further, the Owner agrees to can-y out a basic habitat management plan 
('·Management Plan"') on the Land, as set forth in Exhibit C attached to this Agreement 
and incorporated into this Agreement by reference. This Management Plan was 
developed by the U.S. Soil Conservation Service and the Suisun Resource Conservation 
District (SRCD), and certified by the California Department offish and Game and the 
San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission. The Owner agrees to 
maintain all cost shared capital improvements on the Land for 30 years beginning 
September 1, 2009. and ending September I. 2039. The Project is being completed 
pursuant to the North American Wetland Conservation Act Grant. 

C. The term of th is Agreement ,ifl begin February I. 20 l J and tenninate February 1, 20:J J. 

D. In the event that the Land or any portion thereof on which the Project takes place ceases, 
in the reasonable opinion ofCWA. to be used in whole or in part for the purpose for 
which the Project is intended, the Owner agrees, at CWA election, to: 

1. Acquire title to and manage real property that is ofequal value to the Land, or the 
pottion of the Land that ceases to be used for the purpose for which the Project is 
intended, and that will serve the purpose for which the original Project was undertaken; 
or, as a last resort, 
2. Repay to CW A, on terms and conditions satisfactory to CWA, in cash or cash 
equivalent the funds received by the Owner under this Agreement, plus interest at the 
prime rate at the time of repayment. 

Grant Agreement 
Page I of7 
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Cl/~-1 Standarcl ,,:-1 ll'CA Gn:mt ,lgreemell/ -
Rn·. 718:1009 

Exhibit B 
SPECIAL PROVISIONS 
(Planned Measures) 

The wildlife habitat developments described below are agreed to by .Morrow Island Land 
Company and the California Waterfowl Association (CWA) as of26 day of January, 2011. 

Project Description: 

The Family Club will have approximately 150 acres of palustrine emergent wetlands enhanced by 
improving water supply and management capabilities. In 2008, the landowner began the 
daunting task of filling in a large ditch at the toe ofthe exterior levee. The ditch is the underlying 
cause ofwidespread levee instability and poor circulation. The material to fill the ditch crune 
from spoils created from the development ofswales and the removal ofa berm (which also 
impaired water conveyance) adjacent to the ditch. The efforts have not only stabilized the levee. 
but have greatly improved circulation, drainage and waterfowl food production. It is the intent of 
this proposed project to expand these efforts and fill in the remaining portion ofthe ditch. In 
addition. a new deep well will be installed to improve fresh water supplies to the marsh year­
round. A new 4,000' PVC pipeline will also be installed to distribute the water throughout the 
wetlands efficiently 

Tract 5 - Family Club: Enhancement Budget Justification - $194.000 and 150 acres 
Grant - $90.000 Match - $104,000 Non-Match - $0 Completion: 2011 

Item& Work Uni1s $/unit Total$ Schedule 

(month, 
year) 

CONTRACTS 
Swale Development 2010-
(New&Old) 32,000 cvds $2.50 /cyd $80,000 2012 
PVC Pipeline 2010-
Installation 4,000 ft $3.00 /ea $12,000 2011 
New Well 2010-
Installation lump sum $82,000 2011 
Subtotal Contracts 
MATERIALS and EQUIPMENT 
PVC Pipe& I 4,ooo 

2010-
Valves ft $5.00 /ft $20,000 201 I 
Subtotal Materials and Equipment 
TOTAL ENHANCEMENT DIRECT COSTS 

NAWC4 Contribution $90,000 

Landowner Contribution $44,000 new match plus any additional costs 

Grant Agreement 
Page 6 of7 

Funding 
Source 

(Grant or 
Partner 
name) 

Family Club 

Family Club 

Grant 
$174.000 

Grant/Family 
Club 
$20,000 

$194.000 
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Department of 
r~1'JE.~esourceManagement

~E,\.I'- 675 Te:u. Street, Sulf.e S500 
AA\\ Falrfteld, caurorma !>4533 

.1.ft.U 9l .DJ.Dmronmmtfl Health Dlvfalon 
_,.,. ~-solaaocounC,:,com 

~ 

Fax: (707) 714-4805 ~om~~ 
~GPERMIT APPLICATION 

Complete one ~ppJication per Assenors ParceJ. A .i..-aled '5te plan Olu1tntina dM well/boring locations, slong with appi-opti•te ree shall be submitted 
with the -1pplic•lion. Please indicate who should nc:nvt the permit by c:heckmg lhe •ppropt:i•te boxes. O0'f 0 .23O- I /{) 

Weil Site Address 2 Pierce Lane City. Benicia AP.N::{ • 

'6PropertyOwnd....Bart Price _______,J?bone 510-760-....0-"4'-"7_.4....._________ 
MailingAcidress 2227 American Aye nue C1~1swe1Z1p Hayward, CA 94545 

o Well Owner (if different &om property owner) ____________--::------------·----
Address'---_______________________City/Si:BtelZ.1p·______________ 

/ Dril.lmg C>n~ctor Martell water Systems, toe. Phone 925-432-4?82 
Addles~ 1818 Loveridge Road,Pittsburg, CA _Lfoen~Number 510952 . Expires 5/31 /11 

O Consultant _______________________,Phl)ne__________Faic'---------
AJdress Cit}.'State/Z1p________________ 

_____._____ _ _ • --·- ·----Dllt.3 _ _____ Appucan.t _______ ______ _ _____ ___ ____ 

NOTICE TO Affl,JCA.....-r. 11: ~ a.,wn11·th.a C'~teof'f'.;,;.fflpti!IA, YoJU 'I.OOllld bewmc •ub~t tu ti\.: w~·( 'umpa11ut1or. ptOl'l>iona (lftbcl,,it,c,Codc, VOii !DUSI forthwidl 
OOlllply Wllh suoh ptOVmOIIII Ill' thi, ~t ,hall be ,Jecm<,J r,,1,l)Q(f • 

Please specif ,the number ofeach (borings/wells/etc) 

Tedtnieal Seetion - Program 2'17 f Huanlou• .Materlak Pro,vam 2918_ 
Site. . n/LOP Pro 2919 

Repair or RcCOl\struct;on 
DestNc;tion 

Cathodic Protecbon 
Dewatoring 

Explonitofl' Bonng~ 
~---1 Well Constmcnon 

Well Desti11clion 
---1 Othc.r_____ 

tion 
---1• F-'1.'Jlloratory Bonngs
---1• Vapor lsamplint Inv. 
__,.1 Morutoring Well U.,st 

__,11 .A.u Sparsmg Weill 

Ot..her ·-··..·---

M0t1itorinij Well Contt (u:ak) 
Mon1!.otiug Wfdl Com,l (Compitaqu,) 

Mon1to..-ing Well Const (Baseline "tud'r) 
Vapor Pwmlct1on Well ---1 

Other 

.. 
,,,.11111 r •umn MaariaJ • - on WeWBorinllF ,lnnnlar &ealDriJlinllF \fethocJ 

Total D<,pth ofBonrig,W ;;;IIkot.ary I\L ~tc.ol -~ 
Cable Width ofAnnular Space IDPVC !Jc' 
Holla"' Stem Auger W-eD C-onm-uction & $&aling MaterialOther__ ·----
Pneumatic Propoloed Depth of Screen ft Neat Cement ft 
Other Wall/Gauge an Send ft·--

ca,1ng Diameter (,£' ID Concreti!> ft 
Well 8ore Diameter - m Bcntun1te ft 

ProJe<:t descnption and additional tletails ofwork: k rij 9 .1---.-W':'l- Wet.- f-.t...,,.. We.. // 
I agree·to comply v.hh all regulations oftJ1
A proporl} hccnlfed well dnller in possession of a vabo C-57 contracitor' \.li<.ense shall furnish En"1ronmental Health Services 0;\.1sion a complete well log 
Applicant shall •lso su ' a report of ,. e En 

~ 

e Solano Count'/ Cude Chapter 11 lOpcrtam111g to ~ell construc:tJoll. repair, modification. dei,tn1ction and abandonme.u 
The 

entaJ Health Services Divilion 11pon completion or tht 'l'ork, / 

Date J ,~ I/ 

https://City/Si:BtelZ.1p
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA DWR USE ONLY - DO NOT FILL lN 
• WELL COMPLETION REPORT I I I L I I I I I I I I I 

OWNER'S WELL No. 1-11 STATE WELL NO. STATION NO. 
No. 80128006Date Work Bega~ 3/16/11 Ended 3/31/11 I I I I I 11]1 I I I I I ICJ 

LATITUDE LONGITUDE 
Local Permit Agency SOLANO COUNTY l I I I I I I I I I I I I I l 
Permit No. W2011-0052 Permit Date 3116/2011 APN / TRS / OTHER 

-------- GEOLOGIC LOG ---------------WELL OWNER 
RIENTATION VERTICAL Degree of Angle ............ BART PRICE 

DEPTH FROM DEPTH TO FIRST WATER UKl'!f.••(ft.) BELOW SURFACE 2227 AMERICAN AVENUE 
SURFACE 

Ft Ft DESCRIPTION HAYWARD CA 94545 
. . ------WELL LOCATION--------+ 

........0......... .......a....... W.Y..................................................................... •··...... .......... Address 2. P;IEB.C.E t.Atlf. 

.....,_J ........ .... ~...... ffEI 01.RT .......... ................................................................. · ·· · · · ................................................................................- .... 

.......~.Q..............8Q..... fll.lJE CJ..AY ..................................,........................................ Crty .BENJ.CIA_................................. ................ County SO.t.ANQ.......................... 

.......IJ.Q........ ......82...... .Bl.ACK.RQC~............- .................................... .................... Ap~rBook 009.0.................... Page 23.0...................... Parcel .1.11l...................... 

.....JJ2........ ......8fi.......GBEY..CJ.AY._ .......- ...·-·--···..·····....................... ......... T~,hip ...........JS......Range ..•..•..••..E...... Section .......... ........ 1/4 ....... 1/4 

.......8.5........ .....1~..... GReY. .80.CK.AND..kl.A't........ ... .. ....................................... Latitude ...........,....... ~,.... .. NORTH Longitude ........ ........ ........ WEST 
.....l~............1~..... GREY..CJ.AY,.....-........................ .........................................,.. Deg Min. Sec OCATION SKETCH Deg Min. Sec. 

.•..•.1:4:4 ....•. .. 1.48. .. .GREY BOC.K.I.\NO..CI.A.Y..........-................................. ......, 

I ._ _:.~::iit ::: :::::=:: ·:~~;~~:~~~~~~~:=~=::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::: . ·~...... '~, ·w6:
.....~............2AO...•• BJ.ACK.RO.CK....... ....·-···-·................................- .. .... ._.~ ,••:a_ Q Jl• . 
.....280...........280..... .GBEY..S'QF.I.S8Ntl'f..S.HALE....... .._.___., .......... ·---· -., \~ ~ 6 1 

\ r---~. ·~ ~-,;
···-· ...................................._ ......................... .. ............,...... .......-...... ..... .. ..................... (f ·1 · . ~•: . ~ .. . J J .. // 

•••uo, •••••u•n•• ...............•~•u , .., _..........••• •••• ..••.. ............ ... . .. , u , , ..... .. .. •••• ••-- •••~••,...• •ff••.,...,• •~•.. •• •u •..• •ouu~•• _ _. ft ' · ..., ! ;"'lflJ' ----- '1-\/"C,,-/( 
I • .- ..,i , ')• ., - .c.. a.: ~,;;Q. 
1. ' . :I ,!..> 

,.:;..,.,.-=., -&11' -1-• 

. /~;~ 
® II 

.. ... ............................... .................................. .................................................................... ACTIVITY 
NEW WELL PLANNED USE(S) IRRIGATION 

.................... .................~.Ql':fill!lU.eD.(O.e>J.J:1.fROM.aUBF.ACE)...............,.... DRILLING METHOD Air Rotary FLUID BENTONITE 

..".22.0............21ML... .US:....SSiBEl:.~.eY.C..Jj~....SQW.7....,0ai.... ............. ......... DEPTH OF STATIC +'> (Ft\ & DATE MEASURED -.u-:an,11 
......2110....... _..2fl<L•. .15~....8!.Al'!IK....P.Y.C....6:'.....SO.B.1.'Z..................................... WATER LEVEL ..;c.....m -•• · 111.-.,MF.•• ........ .......... 

.................... ................. ...................................................................................................... ESTIMATED YIELD ••1.§0. (G P.M.) & TEST TYPE ............. ..rua,w ........ ...... 
TEST U:GENTH •.4... (Hrs~ TOTAL DRAWOOWN ... ......zoo.. ..... (FT) 

*May not be representat1Ye of a well's long-term yield 

CASING DEPTH ANNULAR MATERIAL 

OTAL DEPTH OF BORING 290 (Feet; 

BORE 
FROM SURFACE HOLE- FROM SURFACE Filter Pack 

Ft To Ft. DIA TYPE Material/ Grade Dia Gage Slot size Ft. To Ft. Seal Matenal (Type / Size) 

...:t.2..........~..... 24........,.......81.AN~........................Stltel........................tit........2.50..... .................. ......0...... ....~l..... ....1.1.lk.aut... ...J::1ment.... ........... 

....t.1..........aQ......1.5............. ...~........................ev.c. ..........................a..... ..SO.Bl7... .................. ....~o..... ..2.SO.... ... .......#§:§.......... .......SAl'll.0- ..........~... 

....60.........160.... .t:L........... .S.CREJ;lll............. ..........e.Y.C.......... .................8..... ..SllB:t.l........Oa2.~.. .............. .............. ............................. ..................... .......... ...... 
....1.fK>.... ....1110.... .1.5............. ....8.1.ANlt.......................ev.c..........................a......SllB.1.7.. .................. .............. .............. ........... ................... .......................... ..... .,..., 
....Ulll.......2®.... .1.5..............S.C.BEElll.......................e.Y.C........................JL... ..SQB..1.l......J)~.2.... .............. .............. ............................. ........................... . .. ~.. . . 
•..200... ...~O.... .1.IS.................81.ANK........................~CL......................JL... .SQB.1.7... .................. .............. ....,......... .......................,...., ..... ............ ,....... ---··.. 

I, the undersigned, certify that this report is complete and accurate to the best of my knowledge and belief _.llQ... Geologlc Log 

...D.Q... Well Construction Diagram NAME (PERSON. FiRM,'~~A1-'~'tie~~~d~RPR"iNte.PJt11et:.Raody,,Mvil:§...................... ...,..... 

...llQ... Geophysical Logs ~-............................1. 18..l.l:lY.er.i e., ........................-.......~ ...........~ .....eiu.b.urii.........m . CA. ~ .5fiS. .. .......... 

...D.Q... Soil Water Chemical Analyses 
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...D.Q... Other 
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STATEMENT OF DEFENSE 

BARTO & DONNA PRICE 

ENFORCEMENT CASE ER2020.021 

CHARGE NUMBER 9.a. Family Club Clays 

1. Facts or allegations contained in the violation report that you admit (with specific 

reference to the paragraph number in the violation report): 
Owners Admit that during the off-season, they allow to operate on their property as part of the 

Sporting Clays Course, for the pleasure of the Family Club Members and their guests. 

2. Facts or allegations contained in the violation report that you deny (with specific reference 

to the paragraph number in the violation report): 
1. Owners deny that "a commercial shooting range is being operated on the property" 
2. Owners deny that any events are open to the general public. 

3. Facts of allegations contained in the violation report of which you have no personal 

knowledge (with specific reference to paragraph number in the violation report): 

Not Applicable. 

4. Other facts which may exonerate or mitigate your possible responsibility or otherwise 

explain your relationship to the possible violation (be as specific as you can; if you have or 

know of any documents, photographs, maps, letters, or other evidence that you believe are 

relevant, please identify it by name, date, type, and any other identifying information and 

provide the original or a copy if you can): 

After the Waterfowl season, when the property has been drained, the Owners do set up 
! • 

a sporting clays course for the members of the Family Gun Club to use. This has not now, and 

never has been open to the public. It is not a commercial operation in any stretch of the 

imagination. The main complainant, Peter Tira, to BCDC alleges that the sporting clays on the 

Family Gun Club is a "budding commercial, large-scale enterprise with hundreds of thousands•9f 
dollars of newly installed equipment. .." Mr. Tira also says: "they are depositing hundreds of 
pounds of lethal, toxic shot into the environmentally sensitive and protected Suisun Marsh .. 11 

These are scurrilous and reckless allegations by Mr. Tira. Only members and their guests may 

use the Club for shooting the clay targets and only steel shot is permitted. 

Matt Emig is a Family Club member who is in charge of overseeing the sporting clays 

shooting which is open to members and their guests on Thursdays, Fridays, Saturdays and 

Sundays after the Waterfowl season has ended and the property has been drained. The clay 

shooting ends the first week of October in readiness for the Waterfowl Season. 
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It is hard for Owners to understand why this charge has come up now, other than by 

the wildly unsupported false allegations of Mr. Tira. Included herewith is a July 9, 2020 email 

from BCDC employee, Erik Buehmann, to Matt Emig indicating that the sporting clay hunting on 

the Duck Club would not constitute a change in use or development that would require a BCDC 

permit. A copy of that email to Matt Emig is attached hereto as Exhibit 9.a.A. 
It may be that in the 4 page memo supplied to BCDC and part of its Exhibit I to this 

charge that BCDC takes issue with the Civic Involvement of the Club. There is a list of all the 

non-profit organizations that have been allowed to use the Club facilities for a fund raising 

activity to support each's primary purpose. The Club leadership has felt that this is an 

important part of good civic responsibility and have been pleased to assist in the organization 

and operation of those various events. On average there might be just four or five of those 

each year. If BCDC Commissioners believe that those civic activities should be discontinued 

that can be done without issue. 

For BCDC information, the sporting clay course has no permanent fixtures imbedded 

into the ground in the shooting area. Everything is portable and can be trailered and stored 

properly on the premises as the Waterfowl season approaches and the property is flooded. 

Exhibit I to the allegations herein show one of the shooting stations on the sporting clay course. 

Obviously there is nothing permanent there. Exhibit 9.a.B is a series of pictures of other 

shooting stations which are typical. Nothing is in the ground, this certainly doesn't amount to 

"hundreds of thousands of dollars of equipment!" Lastly, each member of the Family Gun Club 

is given a membership card. This is an electronic card about 2.5 inches wide and 4 inches long 

which allows access to the closed gate onto the property and is used for keeping count of the 

clay targets a shooter may use during his/her time at the club. 

5. Any other information, statement, etc. that you want to make: 
CONCLUSION: The Owners request that this charge be dismissed in its entirety and the 

proposed fine of $30,000 be abated and BCDC affirm that no operating permit for the sporting 

clays activity for members and their guests require a permit. As previously advised by BCDC 

employee Erik Buehmann. 

If BCDC concludes that assisting the few civic, non profit organizations with a fund raiser is 

beyond the limits allowed it will be immediately stopped. Once again, however, it is requested 

that the penalty be abated given the good that has come from the fundraisers allowed. 

6. Documents, exhibits, declarations under penalty of perjury or other materials that you 
have attached to this statement to support your answers or that you want to be made part of 
the administrative record for this enforcement proceeding (Please list in chronological order 
by date, author, title and enclose a copy with this completed form): 

All Exhibits are attached hereto 
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7. Name of any person whose dedaration under penalty of perjury was listed in the vlotatJon 
report as being part of the staffs case who the respondent wants to cross-examine, all 
documents about which you want to cross-examine the person, area or areas of information 
about which the respondent wants to cross~examlne the witness, information that the 
respondent hopes to elicit in cross-examination, and the reason(s) why some other method 
of proving thZs information is unsatisfactory: 

No BCCE staff persons have b en identified who assisted in the preparation of the 
charging document. Counsel has been advised hat no witnesses will be called at the hearing in 
support of the charging allegations. 

Dated:_June 15, 2022 

I deciare under penalty of perjury pursuant to the !aws of the State of California that the foregoing facts 
are true to the best of my knowledge. 

Ba:-to Price (Jun 16, 202212:47 PDT) 

Barto Price 
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rtam: Buehmann, Ertk\lBCDC<erit.buelnnannila:lc ca &DV> 
Sent:~Ju1v9, 2020 'J::111 PM 
lb: MattEmig<rnattemidPJaatmail.a>m> 
Subject: RE: Dudeaub Inquiry- Property423 f'amilv Club 

HiMatt, 

I~with the restoftheteam andconftnraedthatBCDCdaes ROtmawdateduckdub membershfp1 and 
that day fHmtfn8 in an acistingestablished duckdubwould notcmi5lital9 a chanp in use or"development" 
thatwould require a 8CDC pemdt. Aga~thanks~RB:hflwout1D us and Ifyou have anyque5tions In the 
future don't hesftatem amtactme. 

Erik 

Erik Buebmann 
Bay ResourteS PermitPrugtam Manager 
415-352--3645 
ertk.budJrnann@batc.ca,ggv 

·£X q n . /J /1 

mailto:ertk.budJrnann@batc.ca,ggv
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2020.07.21 ER2020.021.00 Barto and Donria Price site visit 2 Pierce Lane, Benicia, CA APN 0090-230-

Site visit by Priscilla Njuguna 1 PM to 1. PM . (see course pictures) 

Coordinated site visit with Solano County Code Enforcement Compliance Officer Scott Robert Tippett 

(cell phone 703-851-7847). 

Met with Mr. Price who introduced me to Matt Emig and a 75-year-old local resident friend of Mr. Price 

who was described as very knowledgeable about BCDC's jurisdiction to provide a tour of clay duck 

hunting course begirming with area for experienced hunters to the area for less experienced hunters. 

lift equipment reported was for raising of duck hunting targets-two converted construction small 

crane lifts (in photos IMG.1028, 1052 and 1062). Per Matt Emig (707)-718-7973 who manages the 

course changes were being made to keep the course interesting for duck hunters. All parts of course are 

removable including target launching equipment that has been temporarily staged at each location. The 

exception to installation is the metal tracks under the brackets used in the inexperienc.ed duck hunter 

section (IMG.1051, IMG.1052) which have been pinned down but can easily be removed. 

No duck hunting course equipment has been placed in any wet habitat. 

Spoke to Mr. Price at the conclusion of the visit. Informed him that buildings added without permits will 

need to be permitted after approvals are obtained from Solano County's buildings and permits 

departments and will result in double permit fees if and when an after-the-fact permit is issued that Mr. 

Price needs to apply for. 

Scott Tippett shared the photos he took of the unpermitted buildings which was part of a report saved 

in the ER2020.021.G0 file. 

https://ER2020.021.G0
https://inexperienc.ed
https://ER2020.021.00
https://2020.07.21


Documentation that all course equipment is detachable 

2020.07.21_ER2020.021.00_Family Gun Club_Site Visit summary PN 2 12 



Spacing between areas used by less experienced course users 

2020.07.21_ER2020.021.00_Family Gun Club_Site Visit summary PN 2 14 



From: bart@camechanical.com, 
To: Striclybis@aol.com, 

Date: Mon, Jun 13, 2022 7:09 pm 

Attachments: 

mailto:Striclybis@aol.com
mailto:bart@camechanical.com
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